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..The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence auui - 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
-rue MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. , ^ t . , F1 . 

ixeZol' Tof time may be arable under the provisions of 37 CFR , .136(a). In no even,, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this • »~^ n - , mjnimum of tnirty {30) days will be considered timely. 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|£| This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal I matters prosecutor , as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) IEl Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) :M2 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)IEI The drawing(s) filed on 09 April 2001 is/are: a)E accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

I I )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1) B Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4)D Interview f^J^^^ — ' 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Appbcabon (PTO-152) 

3) E3 Information Disclosure Stetement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s)i5. 6) U Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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Application/Control Number: 09/829,177 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 Claims 1 - 1 2 are presented for examination. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

(a) Re claim 12, line 4: "the first identification" should be changed to -the second 
identification -. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or ir . public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent ,n the Umted State, 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Johnsen [US 

5,151,684, cited by the applicant]. 

Re claims 1-2, 5, 7, and 9: Johnsen discloses an item processing system (see the abstract, and 

figures 3-4), comprising: 

a bar code reader (scanner 50) included in a housing 52(see figures 3-4 and 7); 

a radio frequency product label interrogator 74, in the same housing, coupled to the bar code 

reader (see figures 3-4 and 7); 

a computer 92, which obtains first identification information from the bar code reader and second 
identification from the radio frequency product label interrogator (see col. 7, lines 14+ and figures 4 and 

7); 
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activating an item processing device 54, 58, 64 including a bar code reader to obtain first 
identification information from an item and a radio frequency product label interrogator to obtain second 
identification information from the item (see col. 9, lines 13+ and figure 7); 

if the item has a bar code label, obtaining the first identification information by the bar code 
reader; and if the item has a radio frequency product label, obtaining the second identification information 
by the radio frequency product label interrogator (see col. 9, lines 13+ and figure 7). Figure 7 shows the 
tag having both the bar code label and the radio frequency product label, identifying the item using both 
the first and second identification information. 

Re claims 4 and 6: Johnsen discloses the item processing device having a bar code reader 50 
included in a housing 52, a radio frequency product label interrogator 74 coupled to the bar code reader, 
and wherein the housing includes a control circuitry 72 obtaining a first identification information from 
bar code labels, and a communication port coupled to the control circuitry for obtaining second 
identification information from a radio frequency product label (i.e., the data connectivity between the 
radio frequency product label interrogator and the control circuitry. 

5. Claims 1-2, 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ruppert et al. [US 
5,640,002-cited by the applicant]. 

Ruppert discloses an item processing device, comprising: 

a bar code reader (PE) unit 298, 322) including a housing (see figures 16, 19); 

wherein the bar code reader including control circuitry 320 for obtaining first 
identification information from bar code labels 506 (see figures 19 and 27); and 

a communication port coupled to the control circuitry for obtaining second identification 
information from a radio frequency product label interrogator 3 14, which provides the second 
identification information to the communicator port and coupled to the bar code reader in the housing(see 
figures 16, 19). 
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6. Claims 1-2, 4-5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kashi [JP-2001- 
052105-cited by the applicant]. 

Kashi discloses an item processing device (see the abstract, and figures 1-2), comprising: 

a bar code reader 10, 1 1, 12 included in a housing 52(see figures 1-2); 

a radio frequency product label interrogator 13, in the same housing, coupled to the bar code 
reader (see figures 1-2); 

a computer 14, which obtains first identification information from the bar code reader and second 
identification from the radio frequency product label interrogator (see figures 1-2); 

a communication port coupled to the control circuitry for obtaining second identification 
information from a radio frequency product label (i.e., the data connectivity between the radio frequency 
product label interrogator and the control circuitry. 

activating an item processing device lOd including a bar code reader to obtain first identification 
information from an item and a radio frequency product label interrogator to obtain second identification 
information from the item (see figure 2); 

if the item has a bar code label, obtaining the first identification information by the bar code 
reader; and if the item has a radio frequency product label, obtaining the second identification information 
by the radio frequency product label interrogator (see figure 1). Wherein the non-contact ID tag having 
both the bar code label and the radio frequency product label, identifying the item using both the first and 
second identification information (see the abstract). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to wh.ch said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ruppert. The teachings of 
Ruppert have been discussed above. 

Ruppert does not teach the scale within the housing of the bar code reader. 

Since items are not all identifiable via a bar code or a radio frequency product label, such as 
vegetable, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the scale in order to identify the purchased item via its weight such as item price 
that is variable according its weight. Accordingly, such modification would have allowed the customer to 
handle greater the items such as a vegetable the bar code or the radio frequency product label. 

9. Claims 3 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Johnsen. The 
teachings of Johnsen have been discussed above. 

Re claim 3: Johnsen does not teach the scale within the housing of the bar code reader. 
Since items are not all identifiable via a bar code or a radio frequency product label, such as 
vegetable, it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the scale in order to identify the purchased item via its weight such as item price 
that is variable according its weight. Accordingly, such modification would have allowed the customer to 
handle greater the items such as a vegetable the bar code or the radio frequency product label. 

Re claims 10-12: Johnsen is silent with respect to the specific information of the tag with respect 
to the association of the first information and the second information. 

Since Johnsen teaches that the device of his invention in communication with the tag to identify 
the piece of merchandise (see col. 2, lines 59+), it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the tag identification to include pricing 
information with respect to the association of the first information and the second information to clearly 
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identify the of merchandise for transaction purpose. Accordingly, it would have been an obvious 
extension as taught by Johnsen, therefore, it would have been an obvious expedient. 
10. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kiyoshi [GB 2 284 
083-cited by the applicant] in view of Johnsen. The teachings of Johnsen have been discussed above. 

Kiyoshi discloses a check-out system and POS system having a conveyor 51 for transporting 
commercial products, a transport control unit, a product sensor 52 for optically detecting the product, and 
a scanner 52 for obtaining the first identification information by reading the label of the product code (see 
page 18, lines 10+). Kiyoshi teaches the process of sensing the product optically by the product sensor 
52, and activating the bar code reader in response to sensing the item by the system. 

Although Kiyoshi teaches the item processing device including a bar code reader to obtain first 
identification information from the product if the item has a bar code, Kiyoshi does not discloses the step 
of activating the item processing device and the item processing including a radio frequency product label 

interrogator to obtain second identification information from the item. 

Johnsen teaches the step of activating the item processing device and the item-processing device 

including a radio frequency product label interrogator to obtain second identification information from the 

item if the item has a radio frequency product label (see the discussion above). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 

made to incorporate the item-processing device having a bar code reader and a radio frequency product 

label interrogator in the system of Kiyoshi in order to process the item having a radio frequency product 

label. Such modification would have been an obvious extension taught by Kiyoshi. Accordingly, it 

would have been an obvious expedient. 



11. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
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Reynolds et al. [US 6,286,762], Kumar [US 5,902,991] and Johnsen [US 5,250,789] discloses an 
item-processing device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Diane I. Lee whose telephone number is 703-306-3427. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday through Friday from 6:30 AM to 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Michael G. Lee can be reached on 703-305-3503. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7722 for regular communications and 703-308-7722 
for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0956. 



Diane I. Lee 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2876 



December 9, 2002 



